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the specific. For the understanding of the naive and
sentimental types we must call two further principles to
our aid, namely the elements sensation and intuition. I
shall discuss these functions in greater detail at a later
stage, I only wish to say at this point that the naive
is characterized by a preponderance of the sensational
element, the sentimental by the intuitive* Sensation
fastens to the object, it even draws the subject into the
object; hence for the naive type the "clanger" consists
in his subjection to the object. Intuition, being a per-
ception of one's own unconscious processes, withdrawn
from the object; it mounts above it, ever seeking to
command its material, and to shape it, even violently, in
accordance with the subjective view-point, though without
awareness of the fact The clanger for the sentimental
type, therefore, is a complete severance from reality, and
a going-under Into the fluid phantasy world of the
unconscious*
0) The Idealist and the Realist
In the same essay Schiller's reflections lead him to a
conception of two psychological human types,    1 te says;
" This brings me to a very remarkable psychological antagon-
ism among men in an age of progressive civilization, an antagon-
ism which, because it is radical and rooted in the innate emotional
constitution, is the cause of a sharper cleavage among men
than the accidental quarrel of interests could ever bring about;
an antagonism which robs the poet and artist of all hope of making
a universal appeal—although this is his task; which makes it
impossible for the philosopher, in spite of every effort, to b©
universally convincing; yet, none the less, this is involved in the
very idea of a philosophy—and which, finally, will never permit
a man, in practical life to see his modo of action universally
applauded: in short, an opposition which is responsible for
the fact that no work of the mind and no deed of the heart can
make a decisive success with one class, without thereby drawing
upon it a condemnation from the other. This opposition is,
without doubt, as old as the beginning of culture, and to the ©nd
it can hardly be otherwise, save in rare individual subjects,
such as have always existed and, it is to be hoped, will alwayw

